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to reseve svid child. 

Pleintiff returned to 752 West cnd Ave, New York,New Yor 
2 Jul 74 point and place of orisir:l incident in order to 
investicate as she wes instructed. 

Defendant’s st-te the appellant fciled to serve & file 2 
proper anrendix, etc. 

Aprellant did serve the court and defendents brief end 
apvendix in the manner proe-se clerk of US Jourt of Annecals 
instructed plaintiff. The iocuments filed were exemined by 
clerk of court end found to be in order in accordance with 
re uest ind order of the court timely. Defendants and Avpellee 
arpendixed onions below were transfered cond certified to US Jourt 
of Arnveels timely ond the proese clerk did not feel it was necessary 
for vlaintiff to dunlicate such. 

Answer to Defendants-Statement of Issue present 
Federcl Court does have jurisdiction of subject metter ir 


comnlinnce with rule 28 USC 1331 for same reason opions below 
awarded anpesl merit. That reson as 2fore stated: 


PLAINTIFF SEEKS FINANSIAL ReINSURS2MSNT IN EASE 
OF 319,090.99. 


Plaintiff preys the court ond defendants attorney's 
this fact to heve been stated in 2 clecr and coherent ranner,. 
Answer to defendents - Statement of Jace 


The instent section was initicted by the defendants first unlawful 
act committed on 6 May 73 ht coused plaintiff, plaintiff's said 


child other children, family, co-workers and business associates 
so mmueh hardship end -rief. 
Plrintiff endured surrery and other physical damage due 
to deferndent's failure to provide a sefe and fit sabcite deliberately 


is end has been opioned below and officially recorded below. 


Answer to Deferdents - Staterent of Issue Presented 


Plaintiff has resided in New Yorx, Ne. York since 6 May 73 


incident that occured on defeni nts real property(regardleas of 
change of business nome) unwillingly to rescue said child being 


held in New York, New York hostazve in violxtion of criminal index 


code 18- 375 ° . 
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The matter is under investigation and in review for prosecution 
of all p-rties and participants of the violation and has been since 
at least 6 Mey 73 by proper authority, city, state und federal. 

A. Washington Federal Savines ond Loan war doing business on 
6 Mey 1973 as morreage holder of the sail business, Hotel Perris. 


l. Wash Ped Sves % Ln is and was responsible to oot. -n 


and maintain linbility insurance for its moresgee's real. 


2, Hotel Paris ormers were ani are responsible to obtain and 


meintain liability insurance at all times re rdless of chance of 


7 


3, West Pr Corporation was end is responsible to obtain and 


maintain liability insurance 2t all times. Pl-intiff endured nelvic 
surcery March 1976 for ~ condition further agitated by a comparative 


welkine up 14 flichts of steirs. West Pa Jorporstion wes responsible 
to provide a fit and s fe abode yet deliberctely failed to. 

3, All three defendants have failed to produce the idenity of 
their liability insursnce acency to dnote. Plaintiff has censtantly 
re-uested such and does herein request the same. 

deshir-ton Pedercl Savings ond Loan, Hotel Paris, West Por Jorp 
are inde ine business this date as one and same- Land Lord- 
rather le.alty or illes:lly. Burien of proof deine maintained at 
points for confirm=tion to the court. 

Jefendant pl-inly states ash Fed Savines and Loan is 2 
feder-lly ch rtered business. Therefore, plaintiff herein complains 
to the I “1 Gharter Acency the fact Wash Fed Sves & 
Lov-n's employees are in violation of Federal Law 2t levst in this 
vleintiffs vehalf. Seid business has caused plaintiff and others to 
endure hardships beyond financial reimbursement, in violation of law 
city, st te «nd Feder-l, civil and non civil. 

Pleintiff requested Hotel Paris to identify 


person/s, porties whos 


Rented en accormod-tion to Plsintiff and enild on Hotel 
Iny of 6 Mey 73. t U an uninstalled telepnone. 
Pleintiff ned recuested a room with telechone for one to two days. 


There were accommod tions on thet date av ilebdle thet had working 


telephone service, investigation confirms. Plaintiff pre-psid in 
cash for 2 room with ~orking telephone. 

It hes been oping. below th-ts 

1. The desk clerk who rented plaintiff and child accommo- 
dation on 6 May 1973 did deliberately provide plaintiff and child 


with unsafe quarters. 
2. The desk clerk who alleged he called the New York Telephone 


Compeny business office on Sunday, requested telephone installation 


service -nd the business office provided telennone inst-ll 
service did deliberstely lie. New York Telephone Comp:ny business 


office is not onen 2n Sunday to nonor such recue t it 
confirmed. 

It hes been opind. 
thru vo rties thru inter-st=t “mere deliber:tely c-use 
pleintiff and child herm. 


PLAINTIFF? VIA Nai YORK #20! 


4 Y ASHINGTON, OD S 
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SLisSIPIED NATURE 


BUSIN<SS 
-s well as 


It 1 been onini. 


and torture 


cid desk clerk ph efts end all other p 
in delibercte participation of violation of Federsl lew were 
unknown to plaintiff «ni child vrior to their old exhibition 
violation of law. 

It hes been opind below thst it is more thon just 2 coincidence 


th t t sse nersons and others would just pick plaintiff and child 


at rendom to deliber: tely cause so much harm to, without influence 
of monetary and/or politic:1 sin. 


Pl intiff is Career-Feder21 iSmployee receiving disability cat 


this time &s 2 result of the 6 May 73 incident in erect part. 


Answer to Jefendsnts-Appellees Arcume:rt 


Honorable Judre Sarter cltered his opinion after reviewing 
the merits of the «pnpecl. 


MUCH is to be learned by findines thct tricl will produce. 

a. The identity of desk clerks(at ler-e) who participated ir 
fore st:ted activities adversive of Federcl Lew. 

»b. The idenity rs responsible to maint-in a true 


business record for @ st three yerrs for intern:1 revenue service. 


+ 


Seid employees, etc stated they 1: :ot hove to maintain business 
records for 32 years in compliance 
ec. The reccon for mysterisus disap 


history for Javm ! yun 6 May 73 from records 
Accountoents fi A/K/A receivers, ete for srid 
ae defendants and anpnellees and in ad ition 


2imht of resvnonsibility to 


Ss, security records from one he other 


unt orisinally stated,for financi 


rief endured by plaintiff, 


of tne court to order the 


teleph-ne service, investigation confirms. Plaintiff pre-paid in 
cash for a room with working telephone. 

It has teen opind. below that: 

1. The desk clerk who rented plaintiff and child accommo- 
dation on 6 May 1973 dia deliberately provide plaintiff and child 


with unsafe quarters. 
2. The desk clerk who alleged he called the New York Telephone 


Company business office on Sunday, requested telephone installation 


service and the business office provided telephone installation 
service did deliberately lie. New York Telephone Company business 


office is not open on Sunday to honor such request it has been 
confirmed. 

It has been opind. below ~ thot the desk clerks commur icated 
thru parties thru inter-state commerce to deliberately cause 
plainviff and child harm. 


PLAINTIFF WAS IN ROUTE 70 WASHINGTON, VIA NEW YORK FROM 


DC 
HER LOS ANGLES , CAL RESIDENCE ATTENDING TO URGENT OFFICIAL 
LASS 


A 
a 


BUSINZSS FOR & WITH US FEDERAL GOV'T OF Ac 
@s well as attending to personel business. 


IFIED NATURE 


It has been opind. below that plaintiff and child endured herm 
and torture to restrain plaintiff from proceeding in the official 


and classified itenirary. 
It has been opind. below that very influential and clever 


persons arranged the series and incidents that plaintiff, etc 
endured from at least 6 May 1973 thru interstate commerce. 


Said desk clerks, telephone Go craftsman and all other persons 
in deliberate participation of violation of Federal iaw were 
unknown to plaintiff and child prior to their bold exhibition of 
vivlation of law. 

It has been opind. below thet it is more than just a coincidence 


that t.ese persons and others would just pick plaintiff and child 


at rendom to deliberately cause so much harm to, without influence 
of monetary and/or political gain. 


Plaintiff is Career-Federal Employee receiving disability at 


this time @s a result of the 6 May 73 incident in great part. 


November 5, 1976 
Nev York, Nev York 
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LOU'S PaINcEe Ra 
GENERAL MANAGER 


INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 


DATE: September 16, 1976 
TO: All Department Heads 


FROM: Louis Painceira 
General Manager 


SUBJECT: Employees Remaining In Hotel Wh. While Off buty 


In previous memorandums it has been established 
that employees are not to remain in the hotel after 
they are off duty. 


Also, employees that have been terminated are 
not allowed to enter the building without my approval. 


Security Officer, Assistant Manager and Night Manager 
on duty who will be flexible with these instructions 
will be dismissed immediately. 


cc: Messrs. Peter Mc Kibbir—<o— fSa rk Pvp hye 
Edward T. Klett hv b-g. ed Bp a a 
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NOTICE OF TERMINATION OF MONTHLY TENANCY 
eee SF ERANC TY 


Commissioner of Real Estate 

of the City of New York 

Acting for and as Representative 
of the City of New York 

2 Lafayette Street 

New York, N. Y. 


All Persons Occupying Premises 
Described Below 


W. Bernard Richland 
Corporation Counsel of the 
City of New York 
Municipal Building 

New York, N. Y. 


PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned landlord 
hereby elects as of November 30, 1976 to terminate the 
tenancy with respect to the premises now occupied by you, 
and each of you, being the particular premises situated at 
number 752 West End Avenue, New York, N. Y., rooms numbered 
701, 702, 704, 707, 708, 709, 710, 742, 715, 7iG, 317, 718, 
719, 722, 723, 724, 728, 726, 727, 428, 729, 731, 732, 733, 
734, 603, 604, 606, 607, 608, 610, 613, 617, 618, 619, 629, 
622, 623, 626, 627, 631, » 636, 638, 502, 503, 510, 511, 
512, 514, 515, 516, 517, 518, 520, 521, eee; Saad, S25, $526, 
527, 530, 531, 536, 403, 404, 405, 406, 408, 411, 413, 413, 
414, 416, 418, 419, 420, 421, 423, 424, 425, 426, 427, 428, 
429, 431, 433. 435, 436, 437, each said room number identified 
above consist _ng of 1-1/2 rooms. 


YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that, unless you remove 
from said premises on or before the said 30x4 day of November, 
1976, being the day upon which your term expires, the landlord 


will commence summary proceedings under the statute in such 
cases made ari provided to remove you therefrom. 


Dated: New York, New York 
October 22, 1976 
Yours, etc., 
WESTPAR REALTY CORP., Landlord 
By oe 
ilip Holzer, President 
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